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DETAILED ACTION 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 3/23/2005 was filed after the 
mailing date of the application on 3/23/2005. The submission is in compliance with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being 
considered by the examiner. 

Inventorship 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were 
made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 
37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-12 are being rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by Chen et 
al. herein after Chen (US 2002/0169893). 

Regarding Claim 1, Chen discloses a computer data synchronization system operating 
in accordance with a database, a server, a plurality of reception devices (or terminals), 
and a synch application adapted to receive and provide data to the plurality of reception 
devices via local area network and a wide area network such as the Internet. According 
to Figure 2 and Paragraph [00261, Page 2 , Chen further discloses that the computer 
data synchronization system is shown communicating indirectly through a second 
synchronization system (which further includes a database, a synch application, and a 
server). 

Chen discloses how first reception device interfaces with the server to create a 
new synchronization session. The first reception device further includes a synch client 
for interfacing with the server. The synch client sends initiation data to a synch 
application operating on the server. The synch application uses the initiation data to 
create a synch socket server, which defines the synchronization session by receiving 
data from, and providing data to a plurality of reception devices. The synch socket 
server creates a first synch socket handler for interfacing directly with the first reception 
device (Paragraph [0041], Page 6). Furthermore, Chen shows how a second reception 
device interfaces with the server to join an existing synchronization session. The second 
reception device, which also includes a synch client, sends joiner data to the synch 



Application/Control Number: 10/528,981 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2143 

application. The synch application uses the joiner data to join the second reception 
device to the first reception device through the synch socket server. The synch socket 
server creates a second synch socket handler for interfacing directly with the second 
reception device. Subsequent reception devices can join the existing synchronization 
session in the same manner as the second reception device (Paragraph [0042], Page 

As stated above, Figure 2 depicts the synchronization system, which includes a 
database on both the sender and recipient's server. Furthermore, the message may 
contain annotated data created by the synch application to include information such as 
user identification data, where the user id data may include, but is not limited to, the 
user's name (or other identifying information). The annotated data are then stored in the 
document database (can be in either server as shown in Figure 2) and retrieved via the 
annotated data's meta-data to be viewed in its original context at a later time 
(Paragraph [0036 and 0037], Pages 4-5) 

Regarding Claim 2, Chen discloses that once a synchronization session is formed, the . 
synch application provides the users with predefined original computer data from a 
document database. The original computer contained within the document database 
may include, but is not limited to, textual data, graphical data, application program data, 
audio data, and video data (Paragraph [0028] Lines 10-17). 

Regarding Claim 3, Chen as disclosed above states due to the fact that the computer 
data may be too large to be displayed on the plurality of reception devices, the synch 
application receives synchronization data from a controlling one of the plurality of 
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reception devices to provide a portion of the original computer data to the plurality of 
reception devices (Paragraph [0028] Lines 20-30). 

Regarding Claims 4-6, the claims are rejected for the same reasons as given in claim 3 
(Note that the examiner is interpreting the portion of the original computer data shown in 
the display will show a combination of text, audio, and/or image to the plurality of 
reception devices). 

Regarding Claims 7 and 8, Chen discloses the synch application is adapted to receive 
data from at least one of the plurality of reception devices, provide data to the plurality 
of reception devices, and store data within the database. Furthermore, the computer 
synchronization system of Figure 3 clearly shows the synch application is present on 
both servers (212 and 212' of Figure 2). Therefore, the synch application provides the 
portion of the stored computer data and displays to the plurality of reception devices. 

Regarding Claim 9, Chen discloses the synch application may further be adapted to 
receive annotated data (Fig. 3) from the controlling reception device such that the 
annotated data can be superimposed over the portion of original computer data that is 
being provided to the plurality of reception devices with additional information pertaining 
to the annotations. 

Regarding Claim 10, Chen as disclosed above that the additional annotated data could 
display the saving of the corresponding annotated data's meta-data or providing it to a 
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user upon interaction with the corresponding annotated data. The annotated data are 
then stored in the document database (214 and 214' of Figure 2). 

Regarding Claim 11, Chen as disclosed above discloses that the additional annotated 
data may contain user identification data, where the user identification may include, but 
is not limited to, the user's name (or other identifying information) and the date the 
annotated was created (Paragraph [0036]). 

Regarding Claim 12, Chen as disclosed in claim 10 discloses that the additional 
annotated data can display the saving of the corresponding annotated data's meta-data 
or providing it to a user upon interaction with the corresponding annotated data. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 13 is being rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chen in 

view of Kuzma (US Patent 5,771 ,355). 

Regarding Claim 13, Chen discloses the method of Claims 1-12, but does not disclose 
the additional annotated data having a hyperlink enabling the billing request of archiving 
to be performed. However, Kuzma discloses a method, which the e-mail (examiner 
interprets an e-mail similar to a multimedia message due to the fact that Kuzma 
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discloses the e-mail has textual data, image, audio "attached") with an attachment is 
transmitted along with a relatively small attachment reference instead of actually 
transmitting the entire attachment file along with e-mail message (Column 5 Lines 1-10) 
to address the inefficient use of storage, processing bandwidth, and communications 
bandwidth resources utilized to transmit the attachment to the recipient (Column 4 Lines 
52-57). Furthermore, Kuzma discloses that the storage costs include the preservation 
cost associated with the computations required to move the attachment in and out of the 
storage medium (Column 10, Line 29). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Kuzma's claimed invention by adding an additional hyperlink 
contained in the e-mail message pointing to the cost of storing the attachment to the 
database and bill the user for the rights to use the service. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hee Soo Kim whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3229. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30AM - 5PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marvin Lateef can be reached on (571) 272-5026. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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